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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 5,6, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 5 and 6: the limitations "said first control" and "said second control", and what 
these controls are, is indefinite. Claim 4 had already established what the first and second 
controls are and what the first and second controls perform. 

4. The term "type" in claim 17 is a relative term which renders the claim indefinite. The 
term "type" is not defined by the claim, the specification does not provide a standard for 
ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably 
apprised of the scope of the invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1,3,7,8,10,11,14,16,17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Doyama et al (US 5646499). 
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Claim 1: a rectifier (Fig. 23:5); an inverter (2); an inverter control unit including a power 
supply estimation unit (115) estimating a voltage of a single phase AC power supply and 
changing the value of the current or voltage outputted from the inverter according the power 
supply estimation unit (Col. 14: 18-41). 

Claim 3: the power supply voltage estimation unit has a zero cross detector and 
estimates a voltage of the power supply (Col. 13:57-14:10). 

Claim 7: the estimation unit includes a timing detection unit (Fig. 4:15, Fig. 5:15) for 
detecting a timing at which the inverter input voltage is at a maximum on the basis of the 
detected input voltage of the inverter and estimates a voltage (Col. 8:36-59) 

Claim 8: the rectifier has a capacitor (Fig. 23: 4) 

Claims 10,11,14,16,17: the motor is used in an air conditioner, compressor, heat pump, 
heating, and cooling (Col: 1:5-10, heating is used in drying, an air-conditioning/cooling/heating 
are all air blowers). 

C/a/7n Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 13,15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doyama 
et al. 

Claims 13,15: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1. Referring to claims 13 and 
15, they do not teach the various different appliances such as, washing machine and vacuum 
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cleaner. However these appliances require a motor, which is well known in the art. It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use 
the motor of Doyama et al's to run the appliances. 

9. Claims 2, 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doyama et al 
in view of Mose et al (US 4876637). 

Claim 2: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1 . Referring to claim 2, they do not 
teach one of a first and second control. Mose teaches the second control of increasing the 
output current or voltage of the inverter when the supply power voltage is decreasing (Col. 5:48- 
64). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the apparatus of Doyama et al to increase the voltage as taught by Mose et 
al in order to prevent overcurrent. 

Claim 4: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1 and referring to claims 4, 
detecting the voltage inputted to the inverter and comparing the absolute value of the power 
supply with the detected voltage (Col. 7:16-27, 58-65). They do not teach first or second 
controls. Mose et al teach increasing the output current or voltage of the inverter when the 
supply power voltage is decreasing (Col. 5:58-64). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Doyama et 
al to increase the voltage as taught by Mose et al in order to prevent overcurrent. 

10. Claims 2, 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Polo 
et al (US 6254353). 

Claims 2, 4, 6: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1 and referring to claims 4 
and 6, an induction motor, and detecting the voltage inputted to the inverter and comparing the 
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absolute value of the power supply with the detected voltage (Col. 7:16-27, 58-65), They do not 
teach the claimed controls. Polo et al teach increasing or decreasing the speed of the output 
current or voltage of the inverter when the supply power voltage is lower or higher respectively 
than the magnitude of the power supply voltage (col. 3:58-4:4; Col. 9:52-10:25). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the apparatus of Doyama et al to control the motor as taught by Polo et al in order to alter the 
operation of the motor to prevent a stall condition. 

1 1 . Claim 5 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doyama et al in 
view of Polo et al as applied to claim 4 above, further in view of Takahashi et al (US 6002220). 

Claim 5: Doyama et al and Polo et al teach the limitations of claim 4. Referring to claim 
5, Doyama et al teach detecting the voltage inputted to the inverter and comparing the absolute 
value of the power supply with the detected voltage (Col. 7:16-27, 58-65). Polo et al teach 
detecting the voltage inputted to the inverter (Fig. 2:212) and increasing or decreasing the 
speed of the output current or voltage of the inverter when the supply power voltage is lower or 
higher, respectively, than the magnitude of the power supply voltage (col. 3:58-4:4; Col. 9:52- 
10:25). They do not teach a brushless motor. Takahashi et al teach a brushless motor (col. 
9:40-42) and advancing or delaying the phase of the output current or voltage of the inverter 
when the input voltage is higher or lower respectively, than the magnitude of the supply power 
voltage (Col. 8:40-9:36). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the apparatus of Doyama et al to use a motor as taught 
by Takahashi et al order provide an economical system having high efficiency and minimized 
loss. 
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12. Claims 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Doyama et al in view of in view of Takagi et al (US 6367273). 

Claim 9: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1 . Referring to claim 9, they do not 
teach the rectifier having an inductor. Takagi et al teach a rectifier having an inductor (Fig. 1:25). 
IT would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the apparatus taught by Doyama et al to include and inductor in order to reduce 
harmonics. 

Claim 12: Doyama et al teach the limitations of claim 1. Referring to claim 12, they do 
not teach a refrigerator. Takagi et al teach a refrigerator. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the motor of Doyama et 
al's in the refrigerator or Takagi et al in order to run the refrigerator. 



Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Renata McCloud whose telephone number is (571) 272-2069. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.- Fri. from 8 am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Martin can be reached on (571) 272-2800 ext. 4. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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